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opposing the amendment.. .I mean supporting amendment, and hope
t hat y o u wi l l t o o . T ha n k y ou .

SENATOR CUDABACK: Thank you, Senator Stuhr. Senator Raikes on
your amendment to LB 407.

SENATOR RAIKES: Thank you, Nr. President, members. I wanted to
add a few comnents about the funding f or this . . .o r p r o p o s e d
funding for this program. Senator Jensen and others are exactly
right. There was a program that was in place for three years.
It ended l ast year. So that was no t a Genera l Fund
f unded . . .sorry for tha t con fusing l anguage.. . a G e n e r a l Fu nd
funded program. Tha t was fu nded at $21 million, $7 million
a year, from off-the-top money out of the Tobacco Trust and the
IGT monies. When you have a program that you' ve proposed to run
for three years, it's run the three years, you go by a year with
no fund i ng , a n d t h e n y o u s t ar t a pr ogr am us i ng a d i f f er ent
f und in g so u r ce , Ge n e r a l Fu nd s , I t h i nk i t ' s f a i r t o c a l l t h a t a
new program. And if I'm in error, it's my error, because that' s
the sense in which I' ve called it a new program. The centr al
issue here is priority. Again, not to pick on Senator Jensen,
but he talked about the success of the program and so on. We' re
beyond the stage where you can look at one program at a time and
decide whether or not it has mer it. I th ink , gene r ally
speaking, you' re going t o find every program can be supported
with evidence of merit. You .w e ' re to the point where you have
to say, is this a top priority or isn't it? And if it's no t a
very t o p p r i o r i t y , we s i mp l y ca n ' t a f f o r d t o d o i t n ow ,
p ar t i cu l a r l y i f i t ' s a n ew co m mi t men t o f Ge n e r a l Fun d s . And
tha t ' s ex a c t l y wh a t we ' r e t a l k i ng a b o u t he r e . I t wa s me n t i o n ed
t hat t h e G o v e r n o r r e co mmended t h i s i n h i s b u d g e t . I wou l d p o i n t
out to you also that he recommended an a d ditional 2 0 -cent per
pack increase in cig a rette t axes . The . . .or t h e Re v e nu e
Comnittee did not go along w ith th a t reconanendation, so the
Approp r i a t i o n s Com m i tt ee d i d p i c k t h i s u p , b u t I wou l d ar g u e t o
y ou t h a t t h e s e t t i n g i s s omew h a t d i f f e r e n t . I f y o u ' r e
col l e c t i ng a dd i t i o n a l t a x mon e y f r om c i g a r e t t e smo k e r s , t h en
maybe it makes sense to use part of that money for this program.
I f y o u ' r e n o t , I t h i n k t h e s t o r y i s d i f f e r en t . Ano t he r p o i nt
that was, I think, clarified, it was $7 million a year for three
years; $5 million of that was hijacked, so to speak. It had not
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